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Evaluation Instrument re 
BOSTON UNIVERSITY PROGRAM FOR 
TEACHERS OF LEGISLATIVE DRAFTING (1995) 
The purpose of this evaluation questionnaire. All evaluations 
comprise a form of implementation research, designed to improve 
performance. As we have discussed earlier, only a participatory 
evaluation process can ensure that we continually improve the BU 
program for teachers of legislative drafting. We took the first 
step in structuring that process by circulating a previously used 
draft questionaire to you for your comments and our discussion. 
As we near the very end of the program, we are asking you now to 
write your personal responses to these detailed questions in a 
revised questionnaire to provide us with a more 'scientific' survey 
to find out in detail what each of you, as individuals, found 
useful and should be continued next time; what you each think 
should not be included next time; and what you think needs to be 
changed and hou you think it should be improved to make the program 
better. 
To ensure that you will feel to be quite honest, without regard to 
politeness, in saying what you really think, we request that you do 
not put your name on your answers. 
We will compile everyone's answers and report on them to a meeting 
of all you for further discussion insofar as it seems useful as to 
their implications for improving the program in the future. 
Please answer each question by circling a number (using the scale: 
l=very poor; 2=poor; 3=mediocre; 4=good; 5=excellent), and add your 
reasons for the number you give. 
I. The instruction program: The instruction program aimed to 
enable you to learn how to teach legislative drafting theory and 
techniques in your own country and in your own language. It 
included: 1) the Law and Development Seminar; 2) the weekly 
meetings to discuss drafting techniques and the details of a 
Research Report with Bob; 3) a seminar in social science research 
techniques; and 4) a seminar, including a one day workshop, on 
educational methods appropriate for creating effective teaching-
learning experiences for government drafters, legislators, and law 
school teachers and students. 
The following questions aim to enable you to evaluate each of these 
aspects. (If you need extra space for your answers, please write 
them on additional sheets of paper, being sure to make clear to 
which questions your answers respond). 
1. The Law and Development Seminar: 
a. How do you rate the overall seminar in terms of its 
contribution to your understanding of the use of theory to 
guide your analysis and use of foreign law and experience in 
learning to write research reports? 
1. .2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Please explain your rating: 
Please comments in particular on: 
the BU students' initial 
presentations of legislative 
methodology: 
introductory 
theory and 
the use of critique sessions to help improve 
the BU students' papers on particular case 
studies: 
Please suggest improvements for the teaching learning 
process: 
How might you use this way of creating a learning process 
in your own country? 
b. Did you find it helpful to work with the BU students in 
the seminar and outside of it? 
1. .2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Please explain your rating: 
Do you have any suggestions for improving this aspect of 
the program? 
2. The weekly meetings of 
discuss drafting techniques 
research reports: 
all 
and 
the 
the 
trainers 
details 
with Bob to 
of preparing 
a. Were these meetings useful in helping you to 
understand how to prepare the research report? 
1..2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Please explain your rating: 
In particular, please comment on the use of 
the following for learning purposes: 
the xeroxed 
constitute the 
handbook): 
materials 
beginnings 
(which 
of a 
the use of a research report outline 
in which you filled in the required 
information: 
How might the teaching-learning process be improved? 
3. Social Science Research Methods: 
a. How would you rate this course: 1. .2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Please explain your rating: 
Please comment in particular on: 
What you learned that seemed particularly 
useful for teaching others how to gather facts 
required for a research report? 
Whether the seminar helped you to learn the 
kinds of research required to a) ensure bills 
provide for their own effective 
implementation; and b) after its enactment, to 
evaluate the law"s social impact. 
The use of your particular 
studies for considering the 
disadvantages of particular 
research techniques: 
bills as case 
advantages and 
social science 
Do you think any topics might have been added 
to or left out of the seminar's syllabus: 
What specific suggestions would you make for improving 
the teaching-learning process? 
4. Educational methods seminar: 
a. Overall rating for the seminar 1 .. 2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Please explain your rating: 
Please comment in particular on: 
The advantages and disadvantages of asking you 
to prepare syllabi for particular courses, and 
the utility of the sessions critiquing them: 
Karen Boatman's contribution at the seminar to 
helping you think through how to improve all 
aspects of the teaching-learing process, 
including your syllabi, evaluation processes, 
and general analyses: 
The one-day workshop with Reza Siskhti, 
including: a) its content; b) its length; c) 
the best time for holding it; d) whether it 
would have helped to hold a follow-up session; 
e) any other aspects. 
Was it useful to review and critique -- in 
light of your own country's needs the 
syllabi for Mozambique workshops? 
What aspects of the seminar would you recommend should be 
kept, expanded, or dropped out? 
Do you have any other suggestions as to how the seminar 
could further help you to design an effective teaching-
learning process for drafters in your own country? 
II. Working and Living Conditions: 
1. Working conditions: 
a. Library facilities: 
i. Information about and assistance in 
finding materials in library: 
1. .2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Please explain your rating: 
Suggestions for improvements: 
11. Library workspace (room in Pappas library 
with the computers, printer, etc.): 
1. .2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Please explain your rating: 
Suggestions for improvement: 
111. Did you learn how to find materials so 
that you could use the library efficiently? 
1..2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Please explain your rating: 
Suggestions for improvement: 
b. Translation: 
prmarily relied 
Based on past experience, the program 
on you to use and improve your own 
English for the seminars. 
i. How would you rate that process 
Please explain your rating: 
1..2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Do you have any suggestions for improving the process? 
11. Do you think it is preferable for the trainees to 
translate their own memos and bills or for BU to provide 
translations? 
Please give the reasons for your answer. 
Do you have any other suggestions? 
2. Living conditions: 
a. You had a choice of 
living in a University dormitory at about 
$450 a month with meals; 
living with an American family (at most, 
two together, for about $350 each a month; 
living in a rented furnished apartment (up 
to 4 people, roughly $400 a month); 
__ living in an unfurnished apartment (up to 
4 people, about $250 a month) 
Please put a check mark by your choice. 
Do you think that was a good decision? 1 .. 2 .. 3 .. 4 .. 5 
Please give your reasons: 
What improvements can you 
for program participants' 
arrangements for next year? 
b. Have you made use of BU's sports facilities? 
suggest 
living 
yes __ _ no __ _ 
If no, why: 
If yes, have you any suggestions for how next 
year's trainees might gain more from them? 
3. Do you have any comments on any other aspects of your 
living and working conditions? 
III. General: 
1. What aspects of the program did you like the most? 
Please explain why: 
2. What aspects of the program did you like the least? 
Please explain why: 
3. What do you think would have helped you to gain more from 
the program both as a learning experience and from the point 
of view of your general enjoyment of it? 
4. Please make any other suggestions you can think of as to 
how to improve the program next year. 
